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NOTES OF CASES. 



Automobiles — Damaged by Dog — Right of Recovery. — We often 
hear of cases where some unfortunate car owner is called upon to 
pay damages for running over a dog which chanced to cross his path, 
so why not a suit against the owner of a dog for any damages caused 
to automobile owner by it? In the Supreme Judicial Court of Maine, 
the case of Tasker v. Arey, 96 Atlantic Reporter, 737, raises this 
point. Basing his claim on a statutory provision allowing recovery 
for damage done by dogs to a person or his property, he asks re- 
covery for injuries to his automobile, which was thrown from the 
road by contact with the defendant's dog. 

Upon a verdict in favor of the plaintiff, the defendant moves for 
a new trial. In considering this question the per curiam opinion in 
part reads: 

"The plaintiff testified that, as he was driving his automobile along 
the highway on the evening of August 20, 1913, in exercise of rea- 
sonable care, the defendant's dog suddenly 'jumped directly in front 
of my machine, and so quick I didn't have time to apply the brakes 
before it struck him. The left-hand wheel struck him and jacked 
the machine around across the ditch, blown out of the solid ledge, 
and tipped it over.' " 

The motion for a new trial was overruled, it being held that there 
was sufficient evidence to support plaintiff's contention. 



Attorney and Client — Misconduct of Attorney^Withholding Evi- 
dence Conditional upon Employment in Case. — In Chreste v. Com- 
monwealth, in the Court of Appeals of Kentucky (June, 1916, 186 S. 
W. 919), it was held that an attorney who, knowing of testimony ma- 
terial to a litigant, offers to disclose the same to the counsel for such 
litigant only upon condition that he be employed as associate coun- 
sel, is guilty of misconduct, for which he should be disciplined. It 
was further held that an attorney who employs a solicitor at a weekly 
salary with an unlimited expense account to procure such attorney's 
employment in personal injury litigation is guilty of misconduct pun- 
ishable by suspension or disbarment. On the first point the court 
said: 

"Stated in simpler form, the question is this: Was Chreste, under 
the circumstances we have related, guilty of such professional mis- 
conduct as would authorize his suspension or disbarment because 
he would not inform Mrs. App or her counsel of the name and 
whereabouts of Curley and the materiality of his evidence until he 
had been employed in the case as an attorney? We doubt if an at- 
torney is under any duty to voluntarily advise parties or counsel in 
cases in which he is not concerned of the existence of material evi- 
dence known to him, but of which they are ignorant. Indeed, we 



